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Future Traffic Conditions. The volume of traffic occurring in this area in the future was also suggested by 
the GPEIR. The daily traffic volume on Greger Street between S. Willowood Drive and Yosemite A venue 
was expected to reach 5,900 to 7,900 vpd (GPEIR figure 4.5-16), while depending on what North County 
Corridor alignment was implemented, the volume on Yosemite A venue was projected to reach 24,300 to 
25,700 vpd north of Greger Street and 24,900 to 29,500 vpd to the south. Greger Street was expected to 
operate at LOS C, while Yosemite Avenue was expected to operate at LOS F. The GP DEIR indicated that 
the roundabout at Greger Street / S. Willowood Drive would operate at LOS B, the stop controlled Greger 
Street I Kaufinan Road intersection would operate at LOS F and signalized Yosemite A venue / Greger Street 
intersection was project to operate at LOS C during the a.m. and p.m. peak traffic hours. 

Conditions on the two-lane segments of S. Yosemite Avenue would not satisfy the City's minimum LOS 
D standard, and development of the project site with industrial uses at average FAR is reflected in these 
forecasts. 

As described earlier, facilities for alternative transportation modes exist in the area of the project. 
Sidewalks exist on Greger Street west of the project through the developed residential area. To the east 
sidewalk exists on the south side of Greger Street to S. Yosemite Avenue but is intermittent on the north 
side. Class I bike trails and Class 2 bike lanes exist west of the project, but while Class 2 bike lanes are 
planned on Greger Street east of the project these facilities have not been installed today. 

Site Access. The project will be developed with two driveways on Greger Street. The western driveway 
is 100 feet from the roundabout (centerline to centerline). The driveway is within the limits of the painted 
"splitter island" that defines the westbound approach. The entrance to a mini-storage is across from but 
slightly east of the driveway. The project's second driveway is 250 feet fmther east and about 150 feet 
from the driveway to the site of City Water Well #10. 

Evaluation 

Trip Generation Comparison. Table 2 indicates the number of daily and p.m. peak hour one-way 
vehicle trips that could be generated by development of the site under current assumptions in the GP and 
GPEIR and for the project as proposed. As indicated, the project as proposed would generate 585 daily 
trips, which is 33% fewer total daily vehicle trips than would be caused by development under the 
assumptions of the GPEIR at the average IND density. During the p.m. peak hour the proposed project 
would generate roughly ½ of the trips associated with the GP's current IND land use designation. 

TABLE2 

SITE TRIP GENERATION COMPARISON 

Land Use General Plan 
GPEIR 

Proposed Project 
Assumptions 

Industrial (IND) 275.5 ksf 172.5 ksf 

Daily Trips @ 4.96/ ksf 1,367 870 
-

Daily Truck Trips @ 0.25 / ksf 69 43 

PM Peak Hour Trips@ 0.70 / ksf 193 120 

Residential du's 62 
- -

Daily Trips@ 9.44 /du 585 

PM Peak Hour Trips @ 0.99 I du 62 

t-
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Effect of Project on GPEIR Conclusions. Because the project is projected to generate fewer trips than 
would have been assumed for the site in the GPEIR, the project would have the effect of reducing the 
GPEIR' s traffic volume forecasts for Greger Street and Yosemite A venue. Thus, the cumulative Levels 
of Service accompanying the project would be similar to or perhaps better than those presented in the 
GPEIR. Development of the project would not result in any change to mitigation measures identified in 
the GPEIR nor to improvements included in response to the GPEIR in the existing City of Oakdale traffic 
impact mitigation fee program. 

Adequacy of Project Access. On collector streets like Greger Street the adequacy of access is primarily 
based on the available sight distance and relationship between new driveways and adjoining the 
intersections or other roadway features. Because Greger Street is generally straight and level, the view to 
the east and west will be unobstructed from the project's access points. However, because the western 
driveway is on a curve created by the roundabout, it will be necessary to confirm that no project 
landscaping is installed immediately east of the driveway in the line of sight. 

The project's western driveway is offset from that of the mini-storage across Greger Street. While 
aligning the two would normally be desirable, because the mini-storage generates relatively little traffic, 
this change is not required. 

The western driveway location within the limits of the roundabout's painted splitter island, which is an 
issue. Legally, the island prohibits left turns into and out of the driveway. Because the project's eastern 
access will allow all turning movements, continuing this limitation at the western driveway should not be 
a problem. However, to enforce that prohibition the City may determine that a raised median is required. 

Effects of Project Trips on Existing Traffic Operations. The project will add a relatively small amount 
of traffic to Greger Street and S. Yosemite Avenue. Based on the routes to Oakdale's schools, shopping 
and employment the project could increase the daily volume on Greger Street by roughly 300 vehicle trips 
per day (½ inbound and ½ outbound). This traffic increase would not be appreciable with regards to 
current volumes and the General Plan EIR's identified capacity for two collector streets (i.e., 11,300 vpd 
at LOS D). 

Similarly, the project will increase the daily traffic volume on S. Yosemite Avenue, and the project will 
increase peak hour traffic through the S. Yosemite A venue / Greger Street intersection. However, the 
volume of traffic added would not be sufficient to alter the current Level of Service repo1ied in the 
GPEIR, and the project's effect would not be considered significant within the context of General Plan 
polices 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). Under current CEQA guidelines the transportation impacts of a project 
are evaluated within the context of alternative transp01iation modes, safety and daily Vehicle Miles 
Traveled (VMT). VMT is generally the product of the project's estimated daily trips and the distance of 
those trips. Under SB 743 the switch was made from a LOS based analysis to VMT evaluation in order to 
combat global climate change and reduce Greenhouse gases, and agencies are to evaluate VMT impacts 
within the context of the effect on the ability of the agency to meet its VMT reduction objectives. 
However, the City of Oakdale has not adopted specific VMT guidelines or significance criteria. 

In this case, the proposed project is expected to generate appreciably fewer daily trips than would 
development under the current IND land use designation. In addition, the project is located near the 
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center of Oakdale and in proximity to bike lanes and trails that will allow residents to choose that travel 
mode or to walk. As a result, the project will help the City meet long term goals for reducing VMT. 

Conclusions 

• The proposed project includes 62 new residential lots which could replace 172.5 ksf of industrial
space under the assumptions made in the GPEIR.

• Based on standard trip generation rates published by the Institute of Transp01tation Engineers
(ITE) the 62 dwelling units would result in 585 daily trips, which is 33% less than the 820 daily
trips assumed for the site in the GPEIR. The project would generate 62 p.m. pea hour trips,
which is half of the 120 peak hour trips generated by industrial development assumed for the site.

• The project would not change the GPEIR's conclusions regarding future traffic conditions or
mitigation, nor will the project alter the nature of improvements already included in the City's
traffic impacts fee program.

• The design of project access to Greger Street is adequate, but a raised median may be required by
the City at the western driveway to enforce the "no left turn" limitation created by the adjoining
roundabout's striped "splitter island".

• The project will increase the volume of traffic currently occurring on the streets providing access
to the site. However, the increase on Greger Street and S. Yosemite Avenue would be too small
to cause an appreciable effect on the Level of Service on those roadways, and the peak hour
volume added at the S. Yosemite Avenue/ Greger Street and Greger Street/ S. Willowood Drive
intersections would be too small to affect the Level of Service at that location.

• Because the project will generate less traffic than would occur under the General Plan's IND
designation and the project is located near existing bicycle trails and bike lanes, the project should
not interfere with the City of Oakdale's ability to meet long term VMT reduction goals.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

KD Anderson & Associates, Inc. 

Kenneth D. Anderson, P.E. 
President 

Attachments 

Greger Street GPA.Irr 
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